
The Police Department and the city administration at- 
tempted to mount a cover-up of police spy activities, the 
grand jury which investigated those activities charged. 

The grand jury report indicates the coverup was partially 
successful and was one reason why no indictments . were 
returned. 

‘‘The Chicago Police Department’s failure to assist this 
grand jury seemed to us to be an attempt to frustrate our 
investigation,” the grand jurors reported. 

‘‘The government of the City of Chicago also deserves 
critical attention for its role in fostering this lack of co- 
operation.” 

THROUGHOUT THE 7% MONTH investigation, Police 
Supt. James M. Rochford insisted his department was co- 
operating with the grand, jury... ' ' - ; 


In contradicting him, the grand jurors said: 

The investigation was “conducted without the assistance of 
the largest law enforcement agency in the State of Illinois, 
the Chicago Police Department.” 

This was true, the report said, “even though a primary 
duty of the Chicago Police Department is to produce evi- 
dence for the Cook County grand jury. The department and 
the City of Chicago resisted our lawful orders and subpenas. 

“The coercive powers of the court were required to force 
the department (and) the city to comply,” jurors said. 

THIS WAS THE FIRST FORMAL disclosure of police lack 
of co-operation because two lawyers hired by the City to 
defend the Police Department in the investigation insisted 
all disputes and legal battles over producing evidence be 
handled in the privacy of a judge’s chamber. 



The lawyers are Warren Wolfson and Harry J. Busch. 

“The hiring of two special attorneys by the City of Chi- 
cago to represent all Chicago police officers subpenaed be- 
fore this grand jury achieved a unity of legal control,” ju- 
rors said. 

“This effort to ‘close ranks’ contributed to the unco-oper- 
ative attitude of the Chicago Police Department.” 

In citing the cover-up as one reason for not indicting any 
police officers, the grand jurors added: 

“The culpability of high-ranking Chicago police officers 
would be obscured by. a criminal trial of a few patrolmen. 
These police officials were insulated from prosecution by 
level upon level of police officers who invoked their privilege 
under the Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.” 

The Fifth Amendment allows citizens to. refuse to testify in 


legal proceedings if their testimony is self-incriminating. 

More than 20 policemen, including a lieutenant, reportedly 
took the Fifth Amendment in appearances before the grand 
jury. ■ h 

THE GRAND JURY ALSO SAID THAT ONE critical set of 
evidence was destroyed. 

“Targets of electronic eavesdropping were listed in a' log 
maintained by the security section (of the department’s In-, 
telligence Division). When the grand jury subpenaed the log 
it was told it had been destroyed for dates prior to Jan., 
1973,” the report said. 

“Ironically, the log for photographic equipment going as 
far back as 1968 was not ‘routinely destroyed,’ ” an obvious- 
ly disbelieving grand jury said, calling the destruction of the 
electronic log “inexplicable.” 



